
Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing coiisumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i ts allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTVdevices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record N t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a coiisumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

William McBrine 
8128 Fenwick Ct. 
Laurel, MD 20707 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a"broadcast flag." i am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not ailow the MPAA and its ailies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content ~~ I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jeffrey Galvin, MD 
552 Camrose Circle NE 
Concord, NC 28025 
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Saturday, October 18  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
4 4 5  12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer  products, I urge  the  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission t o  vo te  against t h e  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that  a broadcast f lag regulat ion would restrict t h e  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television t ransi t ion relies on convincing consumers of  t h e  benefi ts o f  switching to 
and buying digital television equipment .  That  transit ion wil l be far m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't m e a n  discarding my existing h o m e  network, buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, and f inding r o o m  for ye t  another  device in m y  living room.  Please d o  not 
allow t h e  MPAA and its allies t o  hinder t h e  transit ion by  making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices tha t  are m o r e  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about  t h e  fa i r -use implications of  t h e  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be m o r e  than a passive recipient of content -- I c a n  modify, create, 
and part ic ipate.  I c a n  r e c o r d N t o  watch  later; clip a smal l  piece o f w a n d  splice it into a 
h o m e  movie; send an emai l  clip o f  m y  child's footbal l  game to  a distant relative; or  record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apar tment .  The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control  and flexibil i ty t ha t  I enjoy.  

If t h e  m o v e  t o  digital television does no t  make  t h e  public's viewing experience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, a n d  exciting, w h a t  compell ing reason do I have as a consumer to b u y  n e w  
digital equipment? A pret t ier  TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense w i th  a l l  my 
current consumer electronics and computer  eq i i ipment .  As a citizen and consumer of  
broadcast television, I urge  you t o  p romote  the  digital transit ion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Wayne Rosso 

Virginia Beach, VA 2 3 4 5 1  
216-  B 58 th  St. 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose D N  devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -~ I can modify, create, and participate. I c a n  
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a N program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Lewis Foster 
P.O. Box 2343 
Williamsburg, VA 23187 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits o f  switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wi l l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high~resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose D N  devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of  TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email c l ip 
of my childs football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewinq experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jeff Elliott 
103 doby creek court 
Fort Mill, SC 2971 5 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Bernard HP Gilroy 
176 Edgerstoune Road 
Princeton, N l  08540 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of  a "broadcast flag." i am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits o f  switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to  me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With todays 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of  TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email c l ip 
of my childs football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVO and play i t at  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibil i ty that  I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Joseph A Varano 
924 Samantha Circle 
Chester Springs, PA 19425 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of tlie benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DN devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record N t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

John Finch 
5016 N. Tripp 
Chicago, IL 60630 
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October 18,2003 

ChaUman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, NW 
Washingtcn, D C 20554 

Dear h4ichael Powell, 

I em u.riting to voice my opposition to m y  FCC.mendated arioption of "broadcast flag" techo1o.g for &&el television .4r a connumer 
m d  citizen, I fccl strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, con~umw rights, and the ultimate adoption of D N  

A robust, competitive market for coniumer eiectxonics mumt be rooted in manufactuceiv' ability to innovate for their customers .Oowing 
movie b h l d i m  to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wiil enable the ahldiob to tell teciuidn& what new products they can 
create Tnia w 4 l  result in pmducts that dm7 nccessndy reflect what C O X ~ ~ C T ~  like me autuaiiy wmt, and it could result in me being 
chsrged more money for inferior functianatt). 

if the FCC issues a broadcant flag mandate, I would actudly be less U.dy to m&e an kvcatmext in DTVapab le  receivers d other 
equipment. I uiU not pay more for dovices that limit my n h t s  at the behest of Hollywood Pleaac do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for @tal television Ihnnk you for y o u  time 

Saceteiy, 

Marc Chrrch  
2131 Aerie H&&ts Cove 
Sandy, UT 84092 
USA 



16506181679 From To Page 1 of 1 2003-10-18222051 (GMT) 

Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dcar Chairman Powcll, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very conccrncd about thc fair-usc implications of thc broadcast flag. With today's 
tcchnology, I can be more than a passivc rccipient of contcnt -- 1 can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Patrick Broadfoot 
4532 Lehua Street, Kapaa, Hawaii 
Kapaa, HI 96146 
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October 18, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 

Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am wrltlng totell you that I oppose any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltai televlslon AS a 
consumer and citlzon. I lccl strongly that such a policy would bc bad for lnnomtlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmatc 
adoptlon of DTV 

I1 we are to have a robust, competltlve market lor consumer e:ectronlcs the nanulacturers must have the ablllty to 
Innovate for thelr customerg Allowing movle studios to veto features 01 DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll result In the studlos 
teillng technologists what new products they can create This wl;l result In products that don't necessarlly rellect what 
consumors like mc actually want, and It could result In ~ ~ ~ t o m o r s  havlng to pay hlgher prlces lnterlor lunctlonallty 

If the FCC were to Issue a broadcast (lag mandate, I ,  lor one, would be less llhely to purchase DTV-capable receivers and 
other equlpment. I am not willing to pay extra for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast (lag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you lor your attentlOn 

Sincerely, 

Ellen Jamleson 
432 Hlllslde Ave 
Leonla, NJ 07605 
USA 

445 12th Strect. NW 



October 18 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlon9 Commlsslon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washington D C  20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to  volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "brOadCast flag' technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for lnnovatlon consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust competltve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment w l l  enable the stud109 to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wIII result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers IIke me 
actually want and It could rcsult In me belng charged more monoy Tor lnlerlorrunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast tlag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other eqdlpment I will not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for yoJr time 

Slncerely 

M Hanseman 
3 Marla Ln 
Edaewood NM 87015 



Toiilslav Stojcevich 
320 'Tappan St. 
Columhs. OH 43201-3346 

Chaiiman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th stl-eet, Nw 
WashingtoiL D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

As  a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "bi-oadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would considcr a rcgulation would restrict the way I enjoy tclcvision. 

The broadcast flag is neither ui my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me fiom w a t c h  digital 
broadcast televisiosn in the ways I cLsreiilly wjoy aiwlosg broadcast television-ror t.xaiiple, it will restrict 11iy 

ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing fiom room-tomom and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
soflware on a plane or train or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Fu'Jmuore, ircomputers cannot keely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content 111 exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo. ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because tbey 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-tie-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing expielice more enjoyable, flexible. and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a constuner to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
'umsition by opposing adoption ofthe broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Toinislav Stojcevich 

1 



To Page 1 of 1 5 09 01 AM, 10118103 5413023099 . 

October 17, 2003 

Chuman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Commun~cahons Commission 
445 12th Street, YW 
W'arhingmn, D C. 20554 

Dear hlichael Povell, 

I am Vnhng to voice my oppos$hon to my FCC-mandated adophon of broadcast flag' technology for dgtd 
telension As a consumer m d  czhzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of Dn'. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mauufacturers' ability to Innovate for 
their customers. Alloaing mone studios to veto features of DTKrecephon equipment ad1 enable the studios to 
tell technologtots what neu, products they can create. n i t s  ndl result 111 pioducts that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and It could result in me bemg charged more money for infenor 
funchonality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would acmally be less likely to make an inveshnent in DI3'.capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wil l  not pay more for dmces that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollyvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for  &gttd television Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Jesse K'einstan 
1851 S. Steams Dr 
Los Angeles, C.4 9W35 
USA 
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Octobcr 17,2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Cmmiasion 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michacl Powell, 

I em anting to voice my opposition to any FCC.mandated adoption of "broadcaet flag" technolo@' for &&td tclcvinion. AB a comwner 
md citurn, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for h o ~ t i o x ,  consumer riehts, and the ultimate adoption of D N  

A Mbust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacmers' ability to h o v a t e  for thek customers . ~ O R % g  

movie etudios to veto f e a k e s  of D1v-reception equipment ~ 4 l  enable the s t u d h a  to tell technolo&sts what new products they can 
create Thia w4l reiult in pmducb that don't necessarily reflect what c o m e r 8  Ue me achldly want, and it could result in me bchg 
charged more money for infenor functioneliv 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, 1 would actuaUy be lees likely to make an investment in Dn'-cnpuble receivrrs and other 
equipment. I u4l not pny more for devices that limit my tights s t  the behest o f  Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flae, 
t e c h o l o g  for &&tal tolevision. ?h& you for your time 

Sincerely, 

~ t h m  m m t t e  
4 Oremnough Avenue 
.Apartment $ 1  
Cmbddge,  MA 02139 
USA 



NO. COMM. PAGES 

51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 
66 
67 
68 
69 
70 
71 
72 
73 
74 
75 
76 
77 
78 
79 
80 
81 
82 
83 
84 
85 
86 

88 
89 
90 
91 
92 
93 
94 
95 
96 
97 
98 
99 
00 

a7 

OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 

412 000 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 

436 000 
OK 001 
OK El01 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
DK 001 
OK 003 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 

FILE DURRTION X/R IDENTIFICRTION DATE TIME D I AGNOST I C  

451 
452 
453 
454 
455 
456 
457 
458 
459 
460 
461 
462 
463 
464 
465 
466 
467 
468 
469 
470 
471 
472 
473 
474 
47s 
476 
477 

479 
480 

478 

481 
482 
483 
484 
485 
486 
487 

489 
490 
491 
492 
493 
494 
495 
496 
497 
498 
499 
500 

4aa 

00: 00: 2a 
00:00:47 
00 : 00 : 46 
00: 01 : 55 

00:00:28 
00:00:44 
00: 00: 27 
00: 00: 28 
00: 00:2s 
00: 00: 28 
00: 02: 27 
00 : 03 : 01 
00: 00: 28 
00: 00: 45 
00: 00: 44 
00:00:46 
00 : 00 : 27 
00: 00: 28 
00:00:46 
00:00:27 
00: 00: 48 
00: 00: 44 
00: 00: 28 
00:00:47 
00: 00: 28 
00:00:44 
00: 00: 29 
00 : 00 : 28 
00: 00: 46 
00:00:28 
00 : 03 : 22 
00: 01 : 07 
00:00:47 
00:00:48 
00 : 00 : 50 

00: 00: 4a 

00: 00: 2a 
00: 00: 2a 
00:00:45 
00: 00: 49 
00:00:46 
00:00:47 
00: 00: 44 
00: 00: 28 
00: 00: 28 
00:01:01 

00: 00: 27 

00: 00: 27 

00: 00: 2a 

00 : 00 : 2a 

RCU 
RCU 
RCU 
RCU 
RCU 
RCU 
RCU 
RCU 
RCU 
RCU 
RCU 
RCU 
RCU 
RCU 
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OCT-17 18:34 
OCT-17 ia:3s 
OCT-17 ia:36 
OCT-17 18:38 
OCT-17 18:40 
OCT-17 18:42 
OCT-17 18:43 
OCT-17 18:44 
OCT-17 ia:45 
OCT-17 18:47 
OCT-17 18:48 
OCT-17 18:49 
OCT-17 18:52 
OCT-17 18:55 
OCT-17 18:56 
OCT-17 18:58 
OCT-17 13:00 
OCT-17 19:01 
OCT-17 19:02 
OCT-17 19:03 
OCT-17 19:04 
OCT-17 19:06 
OCT-17 19:07 
OCT-17 19:oa 
OCT-17 19:09 
OCT-17 19:10 
OCT-17 13:11 
OCT-17 13:13 
OCT-17 19:15 
OCT-17 19:15 
OCT-17 19:19 
OCT-17 19:32 
OCT-17 23:53 
OCT-17 23:55 
OCT-17 23:59 
OCT-18 00:01 
OCT-18 01:32 
OCT-18 01:36 
OCT-18 03:39 
OCT-18 03:40 
OCT-18 03:42 
OCT-18 03:44 
OCT-18 03:45 
OCT-18 03:46 
OCT-18 03:47 
OCT-18 03:49 
OCT-18 03:51 
OCT-18 03:52 
OCT-18 04:07 
OCT-18 04:17 
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NO. COMM. PAGES 

01 
02 
03 
04 
05 
06 
07 
08 
09 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
12 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 

OK 001 
OK 006 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
M< El01 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 012 
OK 012 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 

436 000 
OK 001 
OK 001 
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412 000 
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OK 001 
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OK 001 

436 000 
OK 001 
OK 001 

436 000 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 
OK 001 

FILE DURATION 

401 00:00:47 
402 00:03:13 
403 00:00:44 
404 00:00:28 
405 00:00:29 
406 00:00:47 
407 00:00:46 
402 00:00:48 
409 00:00:46 
410 00:00:46 
411 00:00:46 
412 00:00:22 
413 00:00:44 
414 00:01:42 
415 00:01:27 
416 00:00:45 
417 00:00:45 
418 00:00:47 
419 00:02:27 
420 00:00:46 
421 00:00:45 
422 00:00:46 
423 00:00:44 
424 00:00:48 
425 00:00:46 
426 00:00:49 
427 00:01:06 
422 00:00:45 
429 00:00:44 
430 00:00:46 
431 00:00:27 
432 00:00:46 
433 00:00:22 
434 El0:00:44 
435 00:00:28 
436 00:00:28 
437 00:00:22 
438 00:00:44 
439 00:00:47 
440 00:00:27 
441 00:00:46 
442 00:02:25 
443 00:00:47 
444 00:00:27 
445 00:02:25 
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IDENTIFICRTION 

16506181679 

16506121679 
5413023099 
5413023099 
16506181679 
16506181679 
16506181675 
16506121679 
16506121679 
16506181675 
5413023095 
16506181679 
DEUFAX 
DEUFAX 
16506121675 
16506121679 
16506181679 

16506121679 
16506181679 
16506181679 
16506121679 
16506121679 
16506181679 
16506121679 

16506181675 
16506121679 
16506121679 
5413023059 
16506121679 
5413023059 
16506181679 
5413023059 
5413023095 
5413023099 
16506121679 
16506121679 
5413023059 
16506121679 
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5413023099 

5413023099 
5413023099 
16506121679 
5413023099 
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October 17.2003 

ChaLmm Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
44s 12th street, KW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I mi uTiting to voice my oppodtion to my FCCmandatcd adoption of "brondcaat thg" technolog)' for diejtnl televisim AB a consumer 
and ci+izen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for hoVation, consumer nghta, and the ultimate abptim of D n  

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their cuetomen Allouulg 
movle stndios to veto features of Dn-receptim equipment wrll enable the atudiios to tell technola@P what new products they cm 
create This u 4  result in products that don? necessarily reflect what c o n m e n  &e me ~ c h i d y  want, and it could result in me beine 
charged more money for inferior functionalit). 

I f  the FCC imum B broadcast flag mandate, I would actudy be less h l y  10 make an kvcabncnt ln DTv'-capable reccivms and odicr 
equipment. I urll not pay more fm devices that h i t  my lights nt the behest of Hollyvood. Please do not maqdate broadfaat !lag 
technolog)' for &;ejtnl television. T h d  you for your t h e  

Slncrrcly, 

Y o  June 
12908 Buccanccr Rd 
Silver Spring, MD 20904 
USA 
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October 17 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street NW 
Washington D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to WllCe my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology tor dlgltsl televlslon As a 
consumcr and cltlzen 1 feel strongly that such a POIICY would be bad lor Innovation consumer rights and the ultimate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust competltlve market tor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
customer9 Allowlng movle studlos to veto leatures of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don t necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want and It could result In me belng charged more money lor Inlerlorlunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest 01 Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast llag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you lor your tlme 

Slncerely 

Kelsey Stout 
603 Race 610102 
New Orleans LA 70130 
USA 
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October 17,2003 

Chninnan Michael K PnweU 
Federal Communications Commiaeion 

\Varhington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Porcll,  

I m u n h g  to voice my oppodtion tb my FCC-mandated adoption of"broadcast fhg" technolo@ for &&el television A 8  a coneumer 
and c i h ,  I feel etconely that mch a policy would be bnd for Lulovation, connumm riate, and the ultimate adoption of O n '  

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturere' ability to m o v a t c  for their cuetomm .UoWing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment NS~ enable the studios to tell t e u h n d o ~ s t s  what nev products they can 
m a t e  lhis nSl result Li product8 that don't necessarily reflect what consumers Ue me actually r an t ,  and it cbuld result h mc beine 
chwged mare money for inferior functionaliQ' 

If the FCC ieeuas B braadcast flee: mantlate, I would acDldy be lese likely to m&c m hveetment h DTV.cnpab1c receiver and other 
equipment. I ufl not pay more for devices that h i t  my 
technolo@ fbf &&tal television 

Sincerely, 

Miched Vege 
4623 Elon Cresent 
Lakeland, FL 33810 
USA 

445 12thStreet,h'W 

st the behest of Hollyu'ood Please dc not mandate broadcnnt flng 
you for your h e  
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October 17, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell8 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcagt flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studios to veto features of DW-reception equlpment w l l  enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llhe me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlorfunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do no! mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Aaron Sosnlck 
143 Avenue B PHA 
New York, NY 10009 
USA 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of  the benefits o f  switching to 
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my  existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not 
allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose D l V  
devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I c a n  modify, create, 
and participate. I can record N to watch later; clip a small piece o f N  and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a 
lV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier N picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense with a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of  
broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Wozniak 
15006 B Varsity St 
Moorpark, CA 93021 
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October  1 7 .  2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K Po ,~e l l  
Feder3.l Communications Commission 
1 4 5  1 2 t h  Street. 1IW 
Uashington D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Povel l  

I am v r i t i n g  t,o voice my o p p o s i t i o n  t.o any  FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast ,  
f l a g "  technology for d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  As a consumer and c i t i z e n .  I feel  
s t r o n g l y  t h a t  s u c h  a p o l i c y  ,voiild be bad for i n n o v a t i o n .  consumer r i g h t s .  and t h e  
iultimate adopt.ion of DTV 

A r o b u s t .  c o m p e t i t i v e  marlret f o r  consumer e l e c t r o n i c s  must. be r o o t e d  i n  
m a n u f a c t u r e r s '  a b i l i t y  to I n n o v a t e  for  t h e i r  customers Allowing movie s t u d l o s  t o  
v e t o  feat.,ires of DT'i-reception equipment vi11 e n a b l e  t h e  s t u d i o s  to te l l  
t e c h n o l o g i s t s  what new p r o d u c t s  t h e y  c a n  create T h i s  vi11 r e s u l t  i n  p r o d u c t s  
t h a t  d o n ' t  n e c e s s a r i l y  re f lec t  what. consumers  like me ac t .ua l ly  want.  and i t .  c o u l d  
r e s u l t  i n  me b e i n g  c h a r g e d  more money f o r  i n f e r i o r  f u n c t . i o n a l i t y  

If r h e  FCC issues a b r o a d c a s t  f l a n  mandate I m u i d  ac t . oa l lv  be  less lik.elv t-o - ~~~ 
. ~~~ ~~~ ~ ~. ~~~~~ ~~ 

maLe a n  invost.rnent i n  DTV-capabls r e c e i v e r s  and o t h e r  equipment .  I will not. pay 
more for d e v i c e s  t h a t  l i m i t  my r i g h t s  a.t t h e  behest, of Hollywood Please d o  n o t  
mandate broadcast ,  f l a g  technology fo r  d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  Thank you f o r  your  t i m e  

S i n c e r e l y  

,John Moore 
8 1 0 2  C h r i s t o p h e r  Wren Dr 
Uexford.  PA 15fl9fl 
IJSA 
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0ct.ober 1 7 .  2003 

Chairman Michael K P o a e l l  
F e d e r a l  Communicat.ions Commission 
1 1 5  1 2 t h  street,. NW 
Nashington .  D C 20554  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am v r i t , i n g  to voice my o p p o s i t i o n  to  any FCC-mandated a d o p t i o n  of "broadca.st. 
f l a g "  technology for d i g i t , a l  t e l e v i s i o n  As a consumer and c i t i z e n .  I feel 
s t r o n g l y  that. s u c h  a p o l i c y  . m i l d  be  bad  f o r  i n n o v a t i o n .  consumer r i g h t s .  and  t h e  
u l t i m a t e  adoption of DTV 

A r o b u s t  c o m n e t i t i v e  market for consumer e l e c t r o n i c s  must b e  r o o t e d  i n  
winn movie st.udios to  

r e s u l t  in me being cha rged  more money f o r  i n f e r i o r  func t . i ona . l i t y  

If t h e  FCC issues a b r o a d c a s t  f l ag  mandate .  I i ~ o u l d  act,iially be  less I i l i e l y  t o  
make an In:iest.ment i n  DTV-capable r e c e i v e r s  and o t h e r  equipment I w i l l  n o t  pa:, 
more f o r  d e v i c e s  t h a t  l i m i t .  my r i g h t s  a t  t h e  b e h e s t  of Hollywood P l e a s e  do not. 
mand.ste b r o a d c a s t  f l a g  t e c h n o l o T j  for  d i g i t a l  t.ele;.ision Thank you for your time 

S i n c e r e l y  

Rober t  Ba.ruch 
7 6  C o l l i n s  L.ne 
R i s i n g  Sun. MD 21711 
USA 


